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Good Morning Senator Gerratana, Representative Johnson and distinguished members of 
the Public Health Committee. I am here today to support H.B. 5330, An Act Concerning 
The Application of Pesticides at Parks, Playgrounds, Athletic Fields and Municipal 
Greens, and to bring to your attention a related issue of significant concern to the public 
health and our state’s parks, playgrounds and other green spaces. 
 
Let me begin by expressing my support for the underlying bill. Connecticut set an 
example for the rest of the country when we adopted a ban on the use of pesticides on the 
grounds of our elementary and middle schools. Scientific studies have concluded what 
may seem obvious—exposure to pesticides is harmful to children’s health, and it makes 
sense to limit the use of these poisons in additional public spaces.  
 
I would like to draw your attention specifically to the chemical glyphosate, more 
commonly known by its trade name “Roundup”. As an herbicide, it falls under the 
existing school pesticide ban under CGS Sec. 10-231a, and for good reason. Studies have 
shown a link between glyphosate and serious health problems, including: DNA damage, 
premature births and miscarriages, birth defects, multiple types of cancer, and disruption 
of neurological development in children. 
 
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has reported that glyphosate is the most 
commonly used herbicide in U.S. agriculture, and the second most commonly used weed 
killer for home and garden. Glyphosate ends up in the air we breathe and the water we 
drink. A 2011 study by the U.S. Geological Survey Office examined air and water 
samples taken from two states over a two-year period. It found glyphosate present in 
every water sample examined in Mississippi, and in most of the air samples taken. 
 
A new product will soon be marketed in Connecticut—unless we take action—that will 
dramatically increase the amount of glyphosate sprayed on soil and introduced into the 
air, streams and rivers of Connecticut. Genetically modified and engineered (GMO) grass 
seed resistant to glyphosate is slated for field testing this spring and summer; introduction 
of this product could begin as early as next year.  
 
I respectfully request that the Public Health Committee consider adding language to HB 
5330 that would ban genetically modified grass seed and other genetically modified 
annual and perennial plants and landscaping plants in Connecticut.  
 
As I have already said, glyphosate itself poses health risks. Even worse are the long-term 
environmental consequences to our state’s environment and the Long Island Sound. Any 



chemical you spray on the land will affect the chemistry and biology of the land, and the 
runoff will affect the watercourses and water quality of the state.  
 
Some may claim that increasing the use of glyphosate is not so bad, given that it is not as 
toxic as other herbicides such as 2,4-D. I would suggest that is the wrong way to look at 
environmental stewardship, and the wrong way to create a legacy for our children and 
future generations. What makes the prospect of GMO grass seed and landscape plants so 
damaging is that it opens the door to a massive increase in the proliferation of toxic 
chemicals in our environment. Those who are concerned about the quality of our air, our 
water, of the viability of aquatic life in Long Island Sound, need to be concerned about 
the prospect of a quantum leap in the amount of toxic herbicides that will be poured into 
Connecticut’s soil and waters. The issue is not just glyphosate—a major corporation is 
now moving forward with GMO agriculture products that will be resistant to the stronger 
and more poisonous 2,4-D, which will cause even more damage to our environment. The 
Wall Street Journal that, “some of the old pesticides—in particular, those called 2,4-D 
and dicamba—have a history of posing more risks for the environment than the chemical 
in Roundup. That’s partly because they have more of a tendency to drift on the wind onto 
neighboring farms or wild vegetation.” 
 
The GMO plants that will survive heavy spraying with 2,4-D are being engineered 
because Roundup-ready plants and the use of glyphosate have created super weeds—
weeds that are resistant to glyphosate. This is similar to the overuse of antibiotics—
initially, everything is killed; over time, however, resistance builds and effectiveness 
disappears. The GMO products that promised less use of herbicides have actually 
resulted in much greater use, and as resistance builds the GMOs require the use of even 
more powerful and toxic herbicides.   
 
When it comes to lawns, I know from personal experience that simply cutting my lawn at 
a higher setting and using occasional low-strength organic fertilizer is the best way to go 
in terms of weed control and protecting lawns against drought and scorching. Introducing 
genetically modified seed and large quantities of toxic chemicals is guaranteed to have 
multiple adverse and unintended consequences. The recent collapse of the honeybee and 
monarch butterfly populations has been linked to increased use of herbicides and 
pesticides. The dramatic decrease in the lobster population in the Long Island Sound has 
been linked to pesticide runoff. Last year Governor Dannel Malloy signed a bill banning 
the use of the pesticides methoprene and resmethrin in coastal areas due to their toxicity 
to fish, lobsters, and other aquatic life. Glyphosate can retain it toxic qualities in water for 
between 12 and 90 days. 
 
I bring this to your attention because we are at a critical juncture. It is not often that we 
can so clearly see two pathways ahead. The question is whether we will have the vision 
and foresight to choose the right path, and recognize that the time to act is now. We can 
ban GMO grass seed and landscaping plants now, before their introduction, and stop the 
guaranteed environmental destruction that will occur over the next five to ten years and 
beyond. If we do not take action, next year literally could be too late. 
 
For these reasons I urge the committee to amend this important legislation in the manner 
I have described. Thank you for your time and support. 


